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In Venezuela the representatives of this genus are S. minuta,

S. lineola, its near ally S. ocellata, and S. yrisea.

3. Amazonian Subregion.

In Guiana and Cayenne the ordinary species of Spermophila

are S. minuta, S. castaneiventris, S. lineola, and S. grisea. I

have likewise seen Cayenne skins of S. plumbea ; and S. collaria

is stated to occur in British Guiana.

On the Upper Amazon S. castaneiventris, S. lineola, and S.

ocellata represent the genus. From Para I have only seen -S'.

lineata.

4. Brazilian Subregion.

The commonest species of Spermojjhila in the numerous col-

lections brought from the wood-region of S. E. Brazil are S.

nigro-aurantia, S. collaria, S. ccerulescens, S. gutturalis, and S.

hypuleuca. S. albigularis seems to be rather local^ but occa-

sionally occurs in collections from Bahia. Further south, in

San Paulo and the adjacent provinces, Natterer got also S, hy-

poxantha, S. pileata, and other species not known to me, and in

Mattogrosso S. nigro-rufa.

In the vicinity of Buenos Ayres S. ccerulescens (or the pale

variety of it, called S. nigrigularis by Gould) seems to be the

only species; but S. lineola and >S^. hypoxantha likewise occur

in Paraguay.

In Bolivia D'Orbigny obtained examples of S. hypoxantha, S.

nigro-rufa, S. collaria, S. ccerulescens, S. lineola, S. bicolor, and

S. plumbea. Of these, S. hyjioxantha, S. nigro-rufa, and 8. cce-

rulescens belong to the Brazilian subfauna, while 8. lineola, S.

collaria, and S. plumbea are birds of wide distribution. But S.

bicolor, so far as is hitherto recorded, seems to have only been

met with in the Bolivian pi'ovince of Moxos, and is therefore

more sti'ictly an Amazonian species.

II.

—

Stray Notes on Ornithology in India. By Allan Hume,C.B.

No. VI. On certain new or uwecorded Bii-ds.

In a letter, which appeared at page 355 of ' The Ibis ' for July

1869, I mentioned having submitted for examination to M.
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Jules Verreaux a small box of bird-skins containing, as I consi-

dered, numerous species, either altogether new, or new to our

Indian avifauna.

I gave names at the time to several of these species, but was

well aware that they would hardly be accepted as undoubted

additions to our avifauna until, due comparison having been

made in European museums, my views received the confirmation

of European ornithologists.

This necessary comparison has now been made at the Museum

of the Jardin des Plantes, by M. Verreaux, aided in some in-

stances by M. Gerbe; and I now hasten to give a brief summary

of its results.

ft 9 bis^. Falco atriceps, nobis.

("Rough notes," part. i. p. 58.)

No satisfactory conclusion seems to me to have yet been come to

with regard to this species. Dr. Jerdon, who has seen nearly a

hundred specimens of F. peregrinator, dead and alive, is positive

that it is not that species. I myself have now had an oppor-

tunity of examining numerous specimens of this species in

many different stages of plumage, and agree with Dr. Jerdon.

M. Verreaux remarks— "I have most carefully compared your

Falcon with all those known to me ; and my first idea that it was

F. melanogenys of Gould appears to have been correct. In

Australia I myself have killed several specimens similar to yours

;

and you may therefore feel certain that this latter is really an

example of F. melanogenys." Per contra, F. melanogenys from

Australia, of which I now possess two specimens, male and

female, appears to be a considerably larger bird ; moreover my
friend Major Delme-Radcliffe, who has kept both F. melano-

genys and F. atriceps alive, and who has probably paid more

attention to live Falcons than any one now living, positively

affirms that F. melanogenys is a decidedly larger bird. In his

* The numbers are those of Dr. Jerdon's work. Where the bird was

not included by him, I have given it as his or ter of the number of

that species which it appeared to follow most conveniently. I have pre-

tixed tt to those species which I consider altogether new, and t to those the

occurrence of which in India I have been, I believe, the first to establish.
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opinion, F. atriceps is a mere modification of F. peregrinator, not

deserving specific separation. On the whole, it appears to me,

with more examples before me than I formerly had, that Falco

atriceps is a good species.

ft 24 bis. AcciPiTER melaschistus, nobis.

("Rough Notes," part i. p. 128.)

I sent an adult female and a young male of this species to M.

Verreaux, who remarks, " I have compared these two Accipiters

with all those I could find either in our Museum or elsewhere,

and I must tell you that I believe the species to be new. No

doubt the female, in some respects, presents a striking resem-

blance to certain specimens of onr Accipiter nisus ; but there are

still, it seems to me, diflferences sufficient to warrant a separation.

As to the young male, it differs widely from the young of

our common species. What strikes me as the most conspicuous

difference is the comparative shortness of the tarsi. I think,

therefore, you may fairly describe the species as new."

44 bis. BuTEO desertorum.

45. BUTEGFEROX.

The different species of Buzzards inhabiting the Old World

certainly require careful reconsideration. I hope that my re-

marks in Part ii. of my " Rough Notes " will throw some light

upon the subject. In the meantime, to refer to the specimens

sent to M. Verreaux, which were three in number. One from

the Punjab, of a very deep smoky brown colour, mingled beneath

on the throat and breast with dull rufous, and having on the tail

seven conspicuous, well-defined, transverse white bars. This I

believed at the time to be new, and designated B. fuliginosus ^

.

The other two, from the Himalayas, belonged to the species

usually identified with B. vulgaris ; but from this I felt con-

vinced they differed materially. Alluding to the first, M. Ver-

reaux says, " Your Buzzard appears to me to be new." Mr.

Gurney also, who saw this same specimen in Paris, remarks {in

epist.) that it appears to him to be new to science.

[* This name has already been used for a Mexican and CTuatenialan Buz-

zard. Cf. Scl. Trans. Z. S. iv. p. 267, pi' 02.—Ed.]
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Since sending home this specimen, I have procured numerous

others ; and I now entertain no doubt that (as pointed out in

Part ii. of my " Rough notes ") this smoky-coloured, white-

barred-tailed Buzzard is a stage of B.ferox. As regards the

other two Buzzards, M. Verreaux remarks, "I have great diffi-

culty in not considering all your three specimens as belonging

to one and the same species, notwitlistanding the differences in

plumage and in the extent to which the tarsi are feathered. Dif-

ferences in this latter respect are also often noticeable in our

common Buzzard of France. At any rate, one thing seems to

me certain, that the lighter of the two birds is the adult, and the

darker the young one. I enclose a note, prepared by one of

my friends in regard to various differences which exist between

your specimens and numerous specimens procured at certain

seasons of the year on the Bosphorus by M. Alleon.^^

He adds, " Possibly the lighter-coloured of the three speci-

mens may be merely a stage of Buteo feroxP My own convic-

tion now is that this lighter-coloured specimen is one stage of

Buteo desertorum ; but I am bound to remark that as my already

large series of both these supposed species [B.ferox and B. deser-

torum) increases, I am more and more inclined to suspect, not that

they are identical (typical examples of each differ most conspi-

cuously), but that intermediate forms occur, and that in some

parts of Asia they either interbreed or else have never become

truly distinct.

80. Glaucidium brodiei.

I sent to Paris what I considered to be a new species of Pigmy

Owl. M. Verreaux decides that it is only an old bird of the above

species. It is remarkable for having the whole head, nape, back,

and scapulars entirely spotless brown, thus presenting a totally

different appearance from the specimens commonly met with.

t 99 bis. BuTALis grisola, Linn.

This is another addition to our avifauna ; T obtained a specimen

from Jodhpoor in a collection kindly sent me by Dr. King. I at

once noticed that it was new to us in India, but felt much puzzled

where to place it. M. Verreaux remarks of the specimen sent

him, " This is Butalis grisola, a very common species in Europe,
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Asia, and Africa. Blyth indicates it in his Catalogue of the

Calcutta Museum, page 75. I received it many years ago from

India, and always considered it identical with the European

species.''^ With reference to the above, it is necessary to point

out that the specimens noted in Blyth's Catalogue were obtained

from England, and that neither Mr. Blyth, Dr. Jerdon, nor, so

far as I know, any other of our Indian ornithologists were aware

of its occurrence in India.

323. Erythrosterna leucura.

I sent a male and female of the bird usually referred to this

species, which occurs throughout Upper and Central India.

Having compared them with European specimens which I pos-

sess, and also with Gould's and Breeds figures, I concluded that

they were the true E. parva, while I considered the eastern race

which I have received from Tipperah, and which appeared to

me to present certain slight differences, to be the £. leucura of

Gmelin, Latham, and Blyth. M. Verreaux, however, says in re-

gard to the male, " After all the comparisons that I have made,

I cannot make your bird out to be anything else than E. leucura
;

I may note that exactly similar specimens have been received

from Siberia.''

In regard to the female, he says, " I think your bird is a

female oiE.parva, with European specimens of which it precisely

agrees." He adds, " M. Gerbe considers this to be the female

of the foregoing, in which case it would be E. leucura."

It appears to me somewhat doubtful whether E. leucura is

really distinct from E. parva. Most certainly, the distinctions

pointed out by Mr. Blyth do not hold good wdth regard to many
of our Upper-Indian specimens ; and it will be observed that an

experienced ornithologist like M. Verreaux felt disposed to refer

the male to one species and the female to the other.

483 bis. Pratincola rubicola.

I have long suspected that we have in India two distinct races

of Stonechat, the larger absolutely identical with the Euro-

pean, the smaller doubtfully separable as P. indica. This

seems to me to explain much of the discussion that has taken

place as to whether our Indian bird is or is not distinct from the
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European. Someobservers, with typical examples of the smaller

race before them, have contended for the distinctness of the

Indian bird, while others, whose experience has lain chiefly

amongst the larger race, equally energetically hold the opposite

view. It is the old story of the Chameleon ; both parties are

right, and also to a certain extent wrong. That two different

types are met with in India, the one identical with the European

form, the other differing, as pointed out by Mr. Blyth, from any

specimens to be met with in Northern Europe, at any rate,

hardly, I think, admits of a doubt ; but at the same time, with

a very large series from all parts of India before me, I am very

doubtful whether this latter form is entitled to specific rank.

Every possible gradation in size and colour between it and the

typical P. rubicola is met with. As a rule, I have noticed that,

while both races are to be found in the breeding-season through-

out the Himalayas, the cold-weather visitants to the plains of

India belong chiefly to the smaller or P. indica type. I do not

mean to say that the larger does not occur even in Central India;

but more than nine-tenths of the series belonging to the larger

form that I possess were obtained in the Himalayas. I sent M.

Verreaux home two of the Himalayan birds ; and the following

are his remarks on the subject :

—

'' With the best inclination to

do so, I find amongst the large number of specimens before me
so many differences in particular birds, and so many gradations

to your two specimens, that I cannot make up my mind to con-

sider them different from our P. rubicola of Europe. Wehave

here, nevertheless, specimens from India which bear the name of

P. indica, which are really different ; but yours are not like these."

Doubtless these different ones belong to the smaller race.

485 bis. PRA.TINCOLA RUBETRA.

In regard to the specimen of this species which I sent him,

M. Verreaux remarks, "Your bird, while appearing to be un-

doubtedly P. rubetra, is in all respects similar to specimens from

Africa, which (especially those from Senegal) always appear to

be paler than the European ones. In this, as in many other

species, one must make allowances for climate : you could not

separate your Indian birds as a distinct species ; but if the pale
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colour is constant, it is worthy of notice, and of some scientific

interest/^

491. Saxicola saltatrix, Menetries.

I had long been certain that the bird described by Dr. Jerdon

as S. cenanthe, of which I had numerous specimens, ought

properly to be referred either to >S^. saltatrix (which is identical

with Motacilla stapazina, Pall. Zoogr. vol. i. p. 447) or to S.

isabellina, Riipp. Zool. Atl. t. 28. f. 2 ; but I had grave doubts

to which of the two our Indian bird really belonged, and also

respecting the distinctness of these two species. M. Verreaux,

after carefully examining my specimens, assures me that ours

are undoubtedly S. saltatrix, and that he has recently received

specimens from Siberia which are absolutely identical with ours.

tt 491 bis. Saxicola kingi'^, sp. nov.

This is another species new either to science or to our Indian

avifauna, which I picked out of a collection of birds formed in

* Saxicola kiiu/i, sp.nov. (female, liilled at Jodlipoor, October 29, 18G8).

Dimensions. —Length 6-5, expanse 11 '.S, tail from vent 2-3; wings when
closed reach to within 1-05 of end of tail. Wing .3-7; the third primary

is the longest, the second 0'25, and the first 2-0 shorter than the third.

The tail is perfectly square. Bill, length at front 0-58. Tarsus 1-02. Foot,

greatest length l'2e5, greatest width 0-G; mid toe, to root of claw, 0'64, its

claw (straight) 0'21 ; hind toe, to root of claw, 0-28, its claw (straight)

0-25 ; outer toe, to root of claw, 0-42, its claw (straight) 0-11 ; inner toe,

to root of claw, 0*4, its claw (straight) 0'12.

Description. —Legs and feet black ; bill black ; irides dark brown.

Plumage. —A dark grey line fi'om the gape to and under the eve, a broad,

slightly greyish- white line from the nostrils over the eye. Ear-coverts

silliy rufescent brown ; forehead greyish brown ; crown, occiput, nape,

back, and scapulars nearly uniform gi'ey earthy brown, very slightly

tinged with rufescent towards the rump ; rump and upper tail-coverts

bright rufous fawn; tail-feathers bright feiTuginous, with a subter-

minal blackish brown band extending over both webs, and a narrow

tipping of rufous white, which jets in at the shafts for about the tenth of

an inch. The dark baud is about 1'2 broad on the centre tail-feathers,

about 0-7 on the feathers next to the centre, and 0-45 on the exteraal

ones. Tlie tertiaries and most of the coverts are hair-brown, broadly

margined with pale rufescent; the winglet, primaries and secondaries,

and primary greater coverts are a slightly darker hair-brown, very nar-

rowly tipped with white, and some of them, the secondaries especially.
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the neighbourhood of Jodhpoor by my friend Dr. King, who

most kindly allowed me to select any specimens required for ray

museum. I knew that it was new to India; but, with the mul-

titude of little-known African species in view, I hesitated to

describe it until it had been examined in Europe. M. Verreaux

remarks in regard to it, " I have sought for this species not only

in collections but also in all the ornithological works I could

think of, and have failed to find it, though I remember a similar

specimen having passed through my hands when I was resident

in South Africa, which specimen I had received from my friend

Captain Latouche, who was living in India, and who had killed

it himself; but it is so long ago that I cannot remember exactly

when or whei'e it was procured. ^^ Of course this is merely

negative evidence; but considering M. Verreaux^s gi'cat famili-

arity with this genus, and the opportunities at his command for

identifying the species, if previously described, it is presumably

new, and I designate it as above.

t 492 ter. Aedon familiaris, Menetries, Bp. Consp. Av.

vol. i. p. 286.

Si/lvia familiai'is, Menetries, Zool. du Caucase, 1832, p. 32.

Whether this species is really distinct from A. galactodes,

Temm., or not, is a matter which depends on individual concep-

tions of what constitutes a species. In adopting Menetries'

name, all I wish to signify is that the form occurring in Western

India most nearly approaches that of Southern Russia and

Greece, and has less resemblance to the more richly coloured

type of Western Europe and Northern Africa. M. Verreaux

remarks, " After examining a great number of specimens, I

could well suppose that this form is nothing more than A.

very naiTowly margined ^\^tll pale rufescent. The cliin and upper throat

white, with a faint creamy tinge. The sides of the neck behind and

below the ear-coverts grey, gTeyish white, and gi-eyish brown, blending on

the one side into the colour of the throat, and on the other into that of the

back of the neck. The breast and upper abdomen are a very pale rufescent

brown, all the tips of the feathers being paler. The centre of the abdo-

men and vent slightly rufescent white ; flanks rufescent fawn ; lower

tail-coverts somewhat pale buff; wing-lining and axillaries pure white.
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(jaladudes modified by the effects of climate. I should recom-

mend you to consider your species as belonging to this latter,

noticing, however, the peculiarity of coloration, because certain

specimens which I have received from India exhibited the rich

rufous colouring characteristic oi A. galactodes." Here, again, it

is necessary to note that, though M. Verreaux appears to have been

aware of the fact, no English ornithologist had noticed the occur-

rence of this species in India until I noted it in the pages of

'The Ibis.'

t 513 ter. Lusciola akahige, Temm., Bon. Consp. vol. i.

p. 295; PI. Col. 571, &c.

With regard to a young bird which I procured not far from

Nyneetal, in Kumaon, on the 10th September 1866, which Dr.

Jerdon thought might be the young of some species of Niltava,

and which I was inclined to refer to Cyornis, M. Verreaux re-

marks, " After careful comparison, I am compelled to refer this

young bird to Rubicula akahige; and this is not an isolated in-

stance of Japanese species occasionally occurring in India.'' It

is to be presumed that M. Verreaux's identification is correct, in

which case this species also must be added to our avifauna.

ft 517 bis. ACROCEPHALUSMACRORHYNCHUS*,Sp. nov.

In 'The Ibis' for 1869, p. 357, I provisionally classed this bird

* Acrocephalus macrorhynchns, sp. nov.

Dimensions. —Length o-O. "Wing 2'3, first primary excessively minute,

fourtli primary the longest, third 005, second 0-12, first 0-4 shorter than

the fourth. Tail 2'2, much rounded; exterior tail-feathers 0'48 shorter

than central ones ; all the tail-feathers much pointed. Tarsus 0-85 ; mid toe

and claw Owo ; hind toe and claw 0-53, of which the claw is 0-29. Bill, at

front, 0-55, from gape OwB, width at gape 0-25, length of gonys 0'4, height

at front 0-08. The hill is much depressed, the culmen-ridge well marked.

Description. —Bill, upper mandible dark brown. Legs and feet

slightly olivaceous brown ; claws, which are moderately curved and

much compressed, pale bro%vn. Plumage :—Whole upper surface (except

quills and tail-feathers, which are hair-brown) rich olive-brown ; cheeks

and ear-coverts mingled buffy white and olive-brown ; chin, throat,

middle of abdomen creamy or dingy yellowish white ; the rest of the

lower parts more decidedly tinged with pale dingy mifescent brown, the

tarsal plumes being very rufous; the wing-lining nearly pure white,

.slightly tinged yellowish towards the edge of the wing.
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as a P/iT/llopneuste, remarking that it would have to be generically

separated. On reexamining the specimen, I do not doubt that it

is one of the Calamoherpinee, and may for the present be placed

amongst the Acrocephali, although it will, I believe, ultimately

have to form the type of a new genus. M. Verreaux furnishes

the following remarks: —"Except as regards the size, this

species much resembles Arundinax olivaceus ; it certainly is not

a Phyllopneuste, and has none of the characters of that genus,

while it has those of the Calamoherpime. I have never seen

this bird before ; it is not contained in our Museum ; and I have

not been able to find any notice of it anywhere. I think you

may describe it as new.^' I obtained this species in the Sut-

ledge Valley, in the interior of the Himalayas, not far from

Rampoor.

581. Sylvia orphea.

It has been a matter much disputed amongst ornithologists

in India whether the species we here have is identical with S.

orphea of Europe, or whether it is entitled to specific separation

under the name of S. jerdoni. M. Verreaux, after a careful

comparison, considers our bird to be the veritable S. orphea.

t 582 bis. Sylvia cinerea, Lath.

Amongst the birds collected by Dr. King at Aboo 1 observed

one, under date 24th September 1868, which appeared to me
not to be referable to either of the three species of Sylvia or

Curruca described by Dr. Jerdon. It was one, too, which re-

minded me more of our commonWhitethroat than any of these

three species, of which I have many specimens from different

parts of India. M. Verreaux pronounces it to be S. cinerea.

It no doubt differs slightly from the English specimens I possess

;

but M. Verreaux remarks that he has observed similar slight

variations, seasonal or individual, in the European bird, which is

extremely common even in the gardens of Paris, and he does not

think that this Indian specimen can possibly be separated from

the European species.

t 583 bis. Sylvia delicatula, Hartl.

I was not certain whether the specimens referred by me to
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this species, and collected for mc in Bhawulpoor by Captain

Marshal], had been correctly identified. M. Verreaux has kindly

compared them with specimens from Abyssinia and Egypt, and

can discover, he says, no difference.

t 583 ter. Iduna salicaria, Pall., nee L. Sylvia caligata,

Licht. Lusciola caligata, Keys, et Bl. Iduna caligata, Gr., Bon.

Consp. Av. p. 295.

This is another novelty to our Indian avifauna. I picked it

out as unlike any thing I had seen, and forwarded it to M. Ver-

reaux. Unfortunately the specimen has not been returned to

me ; and therefore I cannot now be certain out of which of two

large collections, one made in the interior of the Himalayas

and the other in Western India, it was derived. M, Verreaux

says, "After most careful comparison with several specimens

from Siberia and Dauria, I cannot see that your bird differs

from them in any respect. It is the Iduna salicaria."

Since writing the above, I have heard that Mr. Tristram iden-

tifies this species with Phyllupneuste rama. In this he may be

correct ; but I beg to point out that the bird sent by me to M.
Verreaux was not P. rama, and that both he and I have for years

been so thoroughly familiar with this latter species that any mis-

take on this point is impossible. Mr. Tristram goes, I believe,

by the British-Museum specimen of /. scita. Who knows that

this specimen is correctly named*? If it be so, how can M.
Verreaux have named an altogether different species S. caligata

vel scita ? Where is the type specimen of /. scita ? This seems

to be a matter worthy of further inquiry.

593. BUDYTESVIRIDIS.

In a late number of ' The Ibis ' I expressed my conviction

that B. melanucephalus and B. cinereocapillus were merely forms

of this species. I had sent home long previously several speci-

mens of our Indian birds to M. Verreaux with the view of

ascertaining whether what I called jB. cinereocapillus and B. me-

lanocephalus were really identical with the European forms to

[* Cf. Gray, Hand-List, p. 209, wJiere all the above names are placed

as synonyms of I. caliyata, Liclit. ; and the only localities cited are C. and

S.E. Europe, Russia, Siberia.

—

Ed.]

SER. III. VOL. I. D
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which these names have been assigned. JM. Verreaux and M.

Gerbe, after due comparison, have decided that our Indian birds

^re undoubtedly identical ; and in a postscript M. Verreaux says,

" After a fresh and careful reexamination with my friend M.

Gerbe, we have come to the conclusion that B. viridis is only

the yonng of B. cinereocapillus and B. melanocephulus." This is

very nearly my own conclusion ; all I am as yet uncertain of is,

whether B. viridis is the young or only a seasonal stage of the

others : that B. viridis changes into B. cinereocapillus and B.

cinereocapillus into B. melanocephalus , the series in my museum

proves beyond the possibility of a doubt; but whether tbis change

takes place yearly, or only once in the bird's life, is a question

that I have not yet been able to solve. Further, I may add

that M. Gerbe seems disposed to consider B. flatus a form of

B. cinereocapillus ; none of the specimens, however, obtained by

me appear quite to correspond with this latter, while I possess

innumerable specimens of typical B. viridis, cinereocajjillus, and

melanocephalus, and all possible intermediate gradations; and

therefore, for the present, I am inclined to believe that B.flavus

is either a distinct species or, at any rate, a distinguishable race

which does not extend to India.

594 BUDYTESCITREOLUS.

Lord Walden is right, and I am wrong, in regard to this

species. I sent M. Verreaux specimens of the larger Cashmere and

northern Indian form, which I conceived to be B. aureocapillus.

These M. Verreaux pronounces to be unquestionably B. citreolus,

Pallas, and he remarks :
—" Yours are excessively old birds, in

nuptial plumage, such as we often receive from India, and

more rarely from Siberia.'' The second species to which I

referred (Ibis, 1870, p. 142), and which is much smaller in

every way (and I have adults in full breeding-plumage of both

males and females), must either be B. calcaratus, Hodg., or else

new. Hodgson's description is noted as being found at

p. 190, vol. xix. of ' Asiatic Researches,' a volume which I

have as yet been unable to procure. Probably Lord Walden can,

from the dimensions which I gave, decide whether the smaller

bird is B. calcaratus or not ; it prol)ably is so, as all my specimens
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have been derived from Bebar, Assam^ and Darjeeling. Should it

prove to be really new, I would name it after Mr, R. M. Adam, who

first sent me numerous specimens in various stages of plumage

from Tirhoot.

597. PiPASTES ARBOREUS.

In a late number of ' The Ibis ' I mentioned that, in my
opinion, Pipastes agilis, maculatus, and arborens were one and

the same species. Previously to writing this I had sent home

specimens picked out by Dr. Jerdon from my collection as

typical maculatus and typical arboreus, the one being of a greener

tint everywhere, the other browner or yellower. I have an

enormous series of this species from all parts of India, southern

and northern, plains and hills ; and I think I can safely say that

they one and all unquestionably belong to the same species as

the two typical forms which were sent home. In reference to

these M. Verreaux furnishes the following remarks: —"The
careful comparisons that I have made prove that your birds are

both nothing more than Anthus arboreus, a species very common
with us here, I had already in my possession a large number

of specimens of these birds from India ; and I had already come

to the same conclusion as you have done, that all are referable to

this species. This is another of those birds which undergo con-

siderable local modifications according to climate and country.-"

602. Agrodroma campestris.

Our Indian specimens of this bird appeared to me to differ

somewhat from specimens received from Europe, especially in

the entire absence of spots. M. Verreaux, while confirming the

identity of the species, remarks that the absence of the spots is

due to advancing age, and that the same is sometimes observable

in old European specimens, and is by means uncommon in

those from Northern Africa.

605. Anthus cervinus.

Having no European specimens to compare with, and feeling

by no means satisfied of the distinctness of the supposed A.

rosaceus, I sent a good typical specimen of our Indian form to

M, Verreaux, pointing out that A. rosaceus was said to differ in

D 2
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its primrose-coloured axillaries. In reply, he remarks, " This

Anthus appears to be ^. rufigularis [this is Brehm's name

for cervinus']. I have received already many similar speci-

mens from India, and others from the Amoor, which do not

differ in any respect from European or Algerian ones." I

think that the question of the distinctness of A. cervinus and

A. rosaceus requires reconsideration.

t605 bis. Anthus pratensis.

Although I felt little doubts that the specimens I had pro-

cured belonged to this species, I sent one for comparison with

European specimens to M. Verreaux, who says, " In this bird,

as in many others received from warm climates, there appears

to have been some slight modification in tint; but it is im-

possible to consider it distinct from Anthus pratensis. In-

dependent of climatal changes, you must be aware that this class

of bird is subject to material variations in plumage according

to season and age."

t605 ter. Anthus spinoletta, Lmn. ; A. aquaticus,

Bechst. PI. Enl. 661, 2.

Two specimens of this species (the one sent me from Mooltan,

where it was killed in February by Capt. Marshall, and the

other obtained by me from Kotegurh, in the Himalayas, in

December) were submitted by me to M. Verreaux. This gen-

tleman says that I have correctly identified this species, and

remarks that he has long known of the occurrence of this

species in India. No English writer, however, had, I believe,

previously recorded its existence here. It is purely a cold-

weather visitant with us.

t695 bis. Ploceus megabhynchus?*, nob,, vide Ibis,

1869, p. 356.

With regard to this supposed species M. Verreaux remarks,

* Ploceus mefiarhynchns, sp. nov. ?

Dimensions. Length 6-2 ; wing 2-9o ; tail 2-3 ; bill at front 0-7, from

gape 0-84, height at front 0'24; tarsus OOO, mid toe and claw 1-0, hind

toe and claw 078.

Description. Legs, feet, and claws fleshy brown : bill pinkish brown,

whitisli on lower surface of under mandibh^.

Phnnatjc. (Winter I'Ikiiukjc) Luics rufescent : liuiul. cheeks, ear-
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"
I cannot but consider this identical with P.flaviceps, Cuv, nee

S\v., a bird very common, and varying a good deal in length

and size of bill." Dr. Jerdon and myself compared a couple of

birds of this supposed new species with specimens of P. baya,

manyar, and bengalensis. It certainly does not pertain to either

of the three species known as such in India ; but this by no

means settles the question. The synonymy of this group re-

quires elucidation. Biyth identifies P. manyar, Horsf., with

striatus, Blyth, and flariceps, Sw. ; but Bonaparte, whom Ver-

reaux follows, identifies tnanyar with hypoxantkus, and striatus

with Jiaviceps, Cuv. It is therefore possible that the species

described by Jerdon as P. manyar, Horsf., may be hypoxantkus,

Daud. ; but this seems very unlikely, as Mr. Blyth was well ac-

quainted with this species. Or, again, Bonaparte may be wrong-

in uniting striatus, Blyth, with P. jiaviceps, Cuv., in which case

my supposed new species may be the true P. Jiaviceps. Under

any circumstances this bird is new to our Indian avifauna, and

is quite distinct from either of the three species described by

Dr. Jerdon under Nos. 694, 695, and 696, pages 343 et seq.

t916 bis. Embekiza stkiolata.

I have already given an account in a separate paper of the

nidification of this species. I only sent specimens home in order

coverts, and nape slightly rufous olivaceous brown ; the feathers of the

forehead and crown with iU-defiiied central dark-brown streaks, and

traces of the same on the feathers of the nape. Upper back and scapulars

somewhat paler and less rufous brown, broadly and conspicuously centred

with dark hair-brown. Lower back and rump the same pale slightly

rufous olivaceous brown, unstreaked ; upper tail-coverts similar, but with

ill-defined hair-brown centres. Tail hair-brown, the feathers narrowly

tipped and margined with pale rufescent. Wing-coverts and tertiaries

deep hair-brown, broadly margined with pale rufous fawn; primaries and

secondaries paler hair-broAvn, very narrowly margined with the same

colour. Chin, throat, middle of abdomen, vent, and lower tail-coverts

almost pm-e white, with only the faintest creamy tinge ; the rest of the

lower parts a duU rufous fawn, somewhat rufescent on the breast, sides,

and flanks. The tail is much rounded ; the lateral tail-feathers being

from 0-37 to 0-4 shorter than the central ones. The specimens I possess

were procured in Uecembtr, in the Kumaou Terai, not far from Kala-

doongee.
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to make certain that there was no mistake as to the name.

M. Verreaux remarks, *' I consider this bird to be certainly

E. striolata. After comparing your specimens with numerous

others from different localities, I do not see my way to make a

second species. Doubtless the wings in your specimens appear

to be slightly longer, and the coloration of the upper parts is

somewhat darker; but you are well aware that allowance must

always be made for slight differences which species inhabiting

different climates exhibit. Considerable changes, as I have often

observed, result from differences of food and temperature."

t720 bis. Emberiza schcenicola.

M. Verreaux confirms my identification of this species.

766 bis. Alauda arvensis.

A speciuien of a Skylark sent me from near Lahore by Capt.

C. H. T. Marshall appeared to me to be precisely identical with

the European species. I sent it to M. Verreaux, who remarks,

" This, as you rightly conjectured, is Alauda arvensis. I have

compared it with more than a hundred European specimens, and

cannot discover the slightest difference."

III.

—

Contributions to the Ornithology of Egypt.

By Captain G. E. Shelley, F.R.G.S., F.G.S., &c.

I VISITED Egypt upon two occasions, and in all spent about six

months in the country, during which time I devoted myself

chiefly to collecting birds, my observations upon which I make

the subject of the following notes. During my first visit I col-

lected from the 30th of January up to the 9th of April, 1868,

and on the second occasion from the 10th of February until the

10th of May, 1870, and brought home upwards of 500 speci-

mens, including more than 150 species. I also identified for

certain 30 other species, skins of which I did not preserve.

Owing to myhaving on both occasions been in Egypt at about

the same season of the year, I missed obtaining some of the birds

which I should probably otherwise have met with; but from the

lateness of my stay, after the Nile was clear of its ordinary


